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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-6 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Courtney (EP 0 967 584 A2). 

Regarding claim 1, Courtney discloses in Fig. 1 a surveillance unit, 
comprising: a video camera (23) which provides images in the form of electrical 
signals (col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 9); a control circuitry (27) which determines 
when to store the images captured by the camera (col. 3, lines 23-28 and 38-44; 
col. 1 1 , lines 28-34); and a slot for operationally receiving a memory card on 
which the images are stored as determined by the control circuitry (col. 7, lines 
18-20 - it is inherent that the hard disk drive would have a slot for a memory card 
to be inserted into it). 

Regarding claim 2, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the surveillance unit further 
comprises at least one detector (24) which provides signals to the control 
circuitry (col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 9). 
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Regarding claim 3, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claims 1 and 2 including that the at least one detector 
comprises an infrared detector (col. 6, line 58 - coL 7, line 9). 

Regarding claim 4, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the control circuitry determines 
when the digital camera should capture images (col. 13, lines 39-51 - the control 
circuitry (27) determines when to capture a new reference image therefore it 
determines when the digital camera should capture images). 

Regarding claim 5, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the control circuitry performs the 
determination responsive to video motion detection (VMD) performed on images 
captured by the camera (col. 9, lines 6-12). 

Regarding claim 6, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing that the control circuitry 
comprises a processor (33) which receives signals from the at least one detector 
and determines whether to store the captured images (col. 7, lines 10-15; col. 11. 
lines 28-34). 

Regarding claim 13, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing that the surveillance unit 
further comprises a communication link (14 or 349) for transmitting at least some 
of the images captured by the camera (col. 6, lines 50-55). 
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Regarding claim 14, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claims 1 and 13 including that the communication link 
comprises a wireless link (col. 4, lines 15-21). 

Regarding claim 15, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claims 1 and 13 including that the communication link 
comprises a wire link (col. 6, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 16, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing that the control circuitry 
stores a log of events on the memory card (col. 13, lines 1 1-22). 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, Courtney discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as disclosing that the 
surveillance unit further comprises an internal image memory for storing images 
captured by the camera and that at least some of the captured images are stored 
on the internal image memory and are automatically downloaded to the memory 
card responsive to insertion of the memory card into the slot (col. 1 1 , lines 28-34 
- only important information is saved on the memory card, so it is inherent that 
there is an internal memory that stores the other images until it is determined that 
the image is not needed and that once the memory card is inserted then all 
further important images will be saved on it). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7-12 and 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Courtney as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Steinberg et al. (U.S. Patent 6,006,039). 

Regarding claim 7, Courtney discloses all the limitations as previously 
discussed with respect to claim 1 , but fails to disclose that the memory card 
comprises a storage area for operational data of the surveillance unit. 

Referring to the Steinberg et al. reference, Steinberg et al. discloses a 
digital camera wherein the camera has the capability of being programmed by an 
external device through the serial port or PCMCIA card (col. 2, lines 17-47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have used the teaching of programming the 
camera through the use of a memory card as disclosed by Steinberg et al. with 
the surveillance unit disclosed by Courtney in order to allow the surveillance unit 
the ability to adjust image acquisition parameters through an external device or 
the capability of changing the camera operating system and downloading an 
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executable code to conform to a particular available PC operating system 
through an external device. 

Regarding claim 8, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data is downloaded from the removable memory card to an 
internal memory of the surveillance memory of the surveillance unit when the 
memory card is inserted into the surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: Fig. 2; col. 5, 
lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 9, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data comprises a software routine run by the processor 
(Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 48-51). 

Regarding claim 10, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 7 including that 
the operational data comprises one or more operation parameters of the 
surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1, 7, and 10 including 
that the operational data comprise at least one operation parameter of the 
camera (Steinberg et al: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 12, Courtney in view of Steinberg et al. discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1, 7, and 10 including 
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that the one or more operation parameters comprise at least one parameter 
which governs the level of indications required from the at least one detector to 
define an alarm state in which images from the camera are permanently stored 
(Steinberg et al.: col. 6, lines 6-13 - discloses that other parameters are also 
included other than just the ones shown in Fig. 3; Courtney: col. 4, lines 34-45). 

Regarding claim 19, Steinberg et al. discloses a method of controlling the 
operation of a camera unit, comprising: storing operational data of the camera 
unit on a removable memory card; and inserting the memory card into a 
predefined slot of the camera unit (col. 2, lines 48-51; col. 6, lines 6-13). 
However, Steinberg et al. fails to disclose of controlling the operation of a 
surveillance unit. 

Referring to the Courtney reference, Courtney discloses a surveillance 
unit that can be controlled by an external device (col. 4, lines 34-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to used the teaching of remotely controlling a 
surveillance unit with the teaching of controlling the operation of a camera unit 
from a external device as disclosed by Steinberg et al. in order to be able to 
control a surveillance unit from an external device by storing all the operational 
parameters on a removable memory card. By placing all the parameters on a 
removable memory card the external device would have not have to be 
connected to the surveillance unit through a wire or wireless connection. 
Therefore, the surveillance unit could be controlled easily from the external 
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device without caring how far away the external device is from the surveillance 
unit. 

Regarding claim 20, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 as well as disclosing 
that storing the operational data comprises inserting the removable memory card 
into a reader coupled to a computer and writing the operational data on the 
memory card by the computer (Steinberg et al: Fig. 2; col. 5, lines 16-30). 

Regarding claim 21, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 19 and 20 including 
that the surveillance unit further comprises receiving operational data by the 
computer over a communication link (Steinberg et al.: Figs. 1 and 2; col. 5, lines 
16-59). 

Regarding claim 22, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 19 and 20 including 
that storing the operational data comprises using a graphical software running on 
the computer to adjust the operational data (Steinberg et al.: col. 1, lines 9-15, 
34-37, and 52-56). 

Regarding claim 23, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 including that the 
operational data comprises a software which runs on a processor of the - 
surveillance unit (Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 47-51). 
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Regarding claim 24, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 including that the 
operational data comprises one or more parameters of the surveillance unit 
(Steinberg et al.: Fig. 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 25, Steinberg et al. in view of Courtney discloses all the 
limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 19 as well as disclosing 
that the surveillance camera further comprises storing images captured by a 
camera of the surveillance unit on the memory card inserted into the surveillance 
unit (Courtney: col. 7, lines 18-20; Steinberg et al.: col. 2, lines 20-22). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather R. Jones whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7368. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs.: 7:00 am - 4:30 pm, and 
every other FrL: 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on 571-272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2615 
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